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Mr'. orlando Monaco , 
Naval Facilities Engi~eering Command 
Environmental Contracts Bra~ch 
Mailatop No. 83, 
1.0 Industr,ial Highway 
Lester, Pennsylvania 19~13 

Re: Naval Air Warfare Center (NAWC) 

Dear Mr. Monaco: 
. 

Please find below SPA comments on the Phase III aI Workplan dated 
January 1995 as it addresses geophysi~al eu~ey wor~ f9r Sites 6 
and. 7. 

, , 

The'aerial extent'qf,the-survey lines should be expanded to oover 
the areas depict'ed on Enclosure 1.. The - spacing of the transects 
perpendicular, to the trenohes should,be no more than 2S feet. 

, Where trees or other obstacles 'pr~vent such spaoing, 'the goal 
should b~ no less' than 4 transects per 100 feet. -

'Tr~sects perpendicular to 'the- trenches shou~d be extended ~t 
least '75 feet from each end of the trenches. ' " . 

Please note that the majority of' subsurface disposal 'activity 
within Site 6 appears 'to,have occurred prior to 1913 and-that 
Site 6 was fully graded as of March 24, 1973 (see aerial photo in 
EPIC, May 1994). The "grad~gn process may have included 
placement of, ac:1ditional soil (or similar fill)' over cert-ain parts 
of Site 6, particularly the area of (possible) Trench 4. -In 
additio~, since this gradin~, 'a significant quantity of 

,miscellaneous d.el;)ris has Qeen deposited over a c:,ons:1.derable 
portion of Site &, including the area of Trench 4. 'I'h$ potential 
placement Qf- ,s011 and/or debris over trenche. shol,llc1 be 
consi~er~d, w~n survey~ng in the area'of T~~nch 4 and otherwise. 

Sr:B 7 

The Phase I,ll lU workplan states that the Site·7 includes a 
-nnorthwest location ft which is-Whisto~ic area of ground 
disturbance where ,sludse~ may. have been dump,d'and ~read out". 

" ;:" .. 



"What this the ,source of'this information? Without more detailed 
'background information regarding the nature and dimensions of 
this disturbance", EPA cannot comment, on the geophysical survey 
work proposed for. this ',area.. However, in any case, the transect' 
spacing should be re~uced from 50 to 2S feet . . 

, . 
Should.you have'~y questions or comments'regarding ,the above, 
please call me ~t 2~5-S97-0549. 

cc ; Kathy Da.vi~s 
AndY,Rola, B & V 

, ' , 

j I. 

"I ' 

Sincerely, 

D~' -# rJ-r' ,FJ, 
-
Dar~us Ostrauskas 
Remedial project Manager 
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